CLASSIC CRIMES
question, they would allow the evidence of Mrs. Adams and
of Mr, Roughead, but not that of Sir Bernard Spilsbury. They
would allow the deposition of MacBrayne and the statements
of the Liverpool witnesses. They refused to allow the evidence
of the appellant to be received. For the rest, they made no
order. The proceedings were then adjourned to 9th July.
II
When Slater realized that after all he was not to be allowed
to give evidence, he was neither to hold nor to bind. He set
off to Glasgow where, without consulting his legal advisers,
he to!4 the repdrters, who were speedily on his track, that
he intended to withdraw the appeal. This announcement,
published in the Press on i4th June, caused consternation to
everyone concerned. Fortunately, that same day Slater was
persuaded to listen to reason, and the announcement was in
its turn withdrawn. But the appellant had taken the unpre-
cedented and improper step of writing personally to the Lord
Justice-General, and it was a question whether in these circum-
stances Mr. Aitchison would retain his brief. The affair blew
over, as the incident was admittedly due solely to the appellant's
acute disappointment with the Court's decision.
It should be remembered that the grievance was one of
twenty years' standing. Slater was most unwillingly kept
out of the witness-box at the trial by his counsel because of
the attack upon his character made by the Lord Advocate in
cross-examining his witnesses, and he had been refused a
hearing at the Glasgow inquiry. I may add that having
attended the consultations with Mr. Aitchison pending the
appeal, at which Slater was present, I can attest his abiding
anxiety to give evidence in his own behalf, which he never
doubted he would at length be permitted to do.
m
When the Cpurt met on 9th July the new evidence was
first led. Lambie, having preferred the seclusion of her home
in Peoria, Illinois, to the publicity of the High Court, was
not forthcoming; and in her regrettable%bsexxce, her former
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